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IN THE MASSACHUSETTS SENATE. 



Mr. President: 

One of the greatest privileges we enjoy in this country 
is the right of petition, a right guaranteed to all whether 
high or low, rich or poor, and I, sir, am the last man that 
would seek to deprive even the humblest of this right." If 
there were any act in the long and brilliant career of the 
" Old man," eloquent, that endeared him to the people of 
New England, to the people of his native state, it was his 
gallant defence of this right of petition. Oh ! sir, 

^' It is excellent to have a giant's strength, 
But it is tyrannous to use it like a giant." 

So, sir, it may be excellent to have this right of petition, but, ' 
may it not be so abused as to become an e^il, wrong and 
tyrannous ? If, sir, such a thing could be possible as the 
abuse of this privilege I think we have an exemplification 
of it in the matter now before the senate. For the four 
past years the towns of West Cambridge and Watertown, 
have been annually taxed almost as much to defend their 
territory against the fiUibustering propensities of certain 
land companies and land speculators, as they have to sup- 
port their schools ; by men who have publicly owned that 



they have the means, and come what would, or come, what 
may, they were determined to follow this matter up until 
the legislature was forced to grant their petition. Well, 
sir, I acknowledge they have wealth, probably no commu- 
nity in this vicinity can compare with them in this respect, 
and that they have heretofore used it most liberally I do 
not question. But, Mr. President, I do not believe this 
senate is prepared to do an act of injustice so flagrant as 
the passage of this bill will prove to be. Now what are 
the facts in this case 1 Three years ago these petitioners 
came before the legislature and asked for this town, the 
committee reported unanimously that they have leave to 
withdraw their petition: the next year they came again, and 
a bill was reported by the committee in the senate and was 
rejected upon its passage to a third reading ; not satisfied 
we find them here again last year, when after a long, patient 
and careful hearing, the committee, with one exception, 
reported in the house that the. petitioners have leave to 
withdraw their petition; the report was unanimously 
accepted; it came up to the senate for concurrence, when 
a motion was made by the dissenting member of the . com- 
mittee to substitute a bill for the report, this •was refused, 
and the senate concurred with the house ; the next day a 
motion was made to reconsider the vote whereby they con- 
curred with the house, and by some arrangement not clearly 
understood by any one, the matter was again before the 
senate, and by the indomitable perseverance of the senator 
who moved the bill as a substitute, it was engineered 
through this body, but was killed in the house without a 
count ; and now, sir, with a pertinacity worthy of a better 
cause they are here again for the fourth time, and a bill has 
been reported by the committee. Mr. President, I contend 



that the true policy of this State ought to be, and is, that no 
new town should be incorporated unless in extraordinary 
cases. I believe it to be the duty of the advocates of this 
bill to show conclusively that the people in these towns 
would be benefited, not that a few land speculators, but the 
community at large, would be benefited by the granting of 
this petition ; the burden of proof rests with them, and now 
•let us see what kind of a case they have made out. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand a report signed by the 
committee. I ^o not wish to insinuate anything unfair or 
disrespectful on the part of these gentlemen, but it seems 
to me that no one who listened to the argument of the 
counsel for the petitioners, and has read this report, can 
have failed to discover a great similitude between them ; 
and I am constrained to say that a more gross, unjust, one- 
sided, ex 'parte statement never came from the pen of man, 
than this same report will prove to be. 

On the second page the committee say, that " The town 
of Waltham did not appear before the Committee." A word 
of explanation in regard to this matter. The town of 
Waltham did, in open town meeting, acting under an article 
in the warrant for that purpose, vote unanimously to instruct 
the Selectmen to oppose this petition before the committee ; 
and it will be recollected that I presented the remonstrance 
of 191 legal voters of Waltham against this petition; and 
that was referred to the committee, and yet they tell us 
that Waltham was not represented before them. Again, 
on the third page we have the following : — 

" Upon this territory, so situated, by a census taken with care in October 
last, there are 1,101 people, 170 voters, 325 children, a valuation of $1,836,015, 
two religious societies, one meeting-house, built within the past year, two 
lyceum halls, two stores." 

By a census taken in October last, there are 1,101 people. 
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Now one word in regard to this census ; it was taken by 
two gentlemen more particularly interested in this matter, 
than any others that signed the petition ; it was not sworn 
to hy either as being correct, for this reason, that a part 
was taken by one, and another part by the other ; conse- 
quently, neither of them could swear to its correctness as a 
whole. While upon the other hand the town of Watertown 
presented to the committee a census taken by a gentleman 
well qualified, and familiar with the business, — and some 
three or four months later, which was swOrn to as being 
correct; yet the committee chose to take the census of 
the petitioners — which was not sworn to — ^in preference to 
that of the remonstrants, which was ; and the only reference 
made to the latter census, is to be found upon the ninth 
page, as follows : — 

'* It should be added that another census was taken by Watertown, during the 

taring, which slightly yaried the whole population, ana the relative proportions 

of foreigners, but not essentially, nor more than would be expected from the 



hearing, which slightly varied the whole population, and the relative proportions 
of foreigners, but not essentially, nor more 
difilerent modes and times of taking the two." 

Now, Mr. President, they tell us that Belmont is increas- 
ing very rapidly in population, and that the last census did 
not vary more than would be expected from the different 
modes and times of taking the two, some three or four 
months intervening between them. "Would you not be led 
by the language of the report to suppose that there had 
been an increase in the numbers ? Is not that the idea 
that the committee wish to convey ? Now what is the fact 1 
Mr. Crafts, who took the last census, found but 1028 persons, 
— 73 less than the petitioners claim, — and 89 of these were 
transient foreigners, and probably not one of them could be 
found there to-day. Notwithstanding all these facts were 
presented and sworn to before the committee, they, in my 
opinion, most unjustly adopted the figures of the petitioners. 



But let us examine into this matter a little further. In 
1854, the petitioners claimed that they then had 1,005 
inhabitants upon this territory ; they now say (three years 
later) that they have 1,101, an increase according to their 
own figures in three years of only 96 persons, and by ours 
of only 23. This does not show a very rapid growth! 
I think it would be difficult for them to place their fingers 
upon the same amount of territory within ten miles of 
Boston which would not show a greater increase. And to 
prove how anxious these petitioners have been to get 
mechanics to settle there, and with what success, Mr. 
Hittinger, in his testimony, stated that he offered two car- 
penters a lot of land, and would find them constant employ- 
ment if they would build a house upon it ; they refused (as 
he says) because there were no school accommodations. 
You can judge how much they were influenced by this, 
when it came out that they had but one child between them. 
Again, sir, they say they have two religious societies, one 
meeting-house built within the past year. Now, sir, there is 
no meeting-house built within the past year ! True, they 
are building one, but it is not built, and should this bill 
fail, may not be. " Two Lyceum Halls," well, sir, if they 
have, we have 50 such in Waltham, and probably every 
town in the State has at least a dozen ; they are simply 
rooms over stores. But where are their societies ? Echo 
answers "where?" "Two stores!" Do they wish the 
Senate to understand that they have two stores in operation 
upon this territory I If so, it is a mistake. True, there 
are two buildings erected for that purpose, but one of them 
has been closed for years — the one at Waverly ; and I don't 
believe that there can be found a Yankee shrewd enough 
to get a living in that store, if his goods were given him, 
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were he obliged to sell them at the common retail prices. 
They have upon this territory one little store at Wellington 
Hill, and how this is supported is a mystery to those not 
in the secret. Again the report says : — 

** This population has become so distinct from the rest of the vicinity, as to 
have some time since acquired a distinct name — Belmont." 

This is true, Mr. President, and we know why it was 
that they took that name. It is well known that the 
princely residence of J. P. Gushing, Esq., is situated upon 
this territory, to which he years ago gave the name of Bel- 
mont; and to insinuate themselves into his good graces, 
they proposed to give that name to the new town ; and had 
it been Sodom or Gomorrah they in all probability would 
not have hesitated in the matter. But to proceed, on the 
fourth page we find the following : — 

'* But not only have the petitioners every element of an existing town, but 
they ask, with unprecedented unanimity and earnestness, that it may be granted. 
No remonstrance from any person on the territory has been presented to the 
legislature." 

Now, sir, what have we in New England, always consid- 
ered among the principal elements necessary to constitute 
a town ] I have always thought that a church, tavern and 
blacksmith's shop were some of them ; but they have not 
got either, as yet. They have, as I have already stated, one 
small store, a shoe-repairer who tends, and works in the 
depot at the Waverly station; a blacksmith, who comes 
just within the lines, on the West Cambridge side, and who 
depends upon the old town entirely for his support ; and 
these constitute all the elements (excepting their wealth) 
upon which they ask for this new town. " They ask with 
unprecedented unanimity and earnestness that it may be 
granted." They claim that they have 170 voters upon this 
territory; 130 only signed the petition, 40 rerasing, and 
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they call that " unprecedented unanimity." If it is so, I do 
not understand the term. "No remonstrance from any 
person on the territory has been presented to the legislature." 
Mr. President, we all kuDw what the tyrant Macbeth, 
said, when he discovered how he had been deceived by the 
witches : — 

** And be these juggling fiends no more believed, 
That palter with us in a double sense ; 
That Keep the word of promise to our ear, 
And break it to our hope." 

" No remonstrance from any person on the territory has 
been presented to the legislature," giving you to understand 
that no one upon this territory objected to this petition, 
when the committee had before them the written testimony 
of three individuals representing nearly if not quite one half 
of all the property which they propose to take from Water- 
town, that they were opposed to this division ; and yet be- 
cause it was not presented to the legislature, an attempt has 
been made by the committee to suppress it ; I would ask if 
this is what we ought to expect from those sworn to do 
justice between man and man ? Again, on the same page 
we find these words : — 

*' Men who have shared in their offices and honors, men owning the soil they 
till, and whose whole' property and prosperity are identified with and fixed to this 
territory. They seemed to he careiul, considerate, not the subjects of any tran- 
sient excitement, or moved by any caprice. They are men of judgment, capable 
of estimating their true interests, and seemed swayed by neither passions nor 
hastily formed crude views." 

I wish, Mr. Prei^ident, the senate to distinctly understand 
that this is the argument of the counsel, and not any 
evidence that was presented to the committee. But to 
proceed, they say on the same page : — 

'* Upon the territory are one or two persons of large wealth, but beyond this 
the residents are people cultivating their own lands, or gaining a livelihood in the 
usual occupations of life, and but a fair representation of that class of persons in 
the State. '*^ 
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" One or two persons of large wealth." Why, sir, upon 
the Watertown part of the territory alone there are eight 
persons, including one company, whose average amount of 
property at the last assessment was ;^92,962550 each; but 
they will tell you that one of these is very rich, J. P. Gush- 
ing, Esq. Well, sir, we will drop him, and the other seven 
without him will average ;^40,462,50 each ; and yet the 
committee will tell us, with one or two exceptions they are 
hut a fair representation of the farmers of this state, if such 
is the fact I only regret that I don't belong to this class of 
our citizens. On the West Cambridge side there are three 
who pay over ;^100,00 per year taxes, and 15 others who 
average ;^75,00 each ; and yet with one or two exceptions 
they are but a fair representation of our farmers. On the 
sixth page we have the following : — 

" This will be seen when it is stated, that upon this whole territory of five and 
three-quarters square miles, with eleven hundred people, three hundred and twen- 
ty-five children, and one hundred and seventy voters, there is but one school-house, 
and that in the extreme north-east part, in "West Cambridge, not very far within 
the lines of the proposed town. To this school, as a school, no objection was 
made, but it is remote from many of the West Cambridge portion of the inhabi- 
tants. It was shown, to the entire satisfaction of the Committee, by various 
reports made to, and introduced by, the town of Watertown, that upon their 
portion of Belmont there is, and has been for some time, a wholly inadequate pro- 
vision of schools and school-houses. The children of Wellington Hill are obliged 
to go some mile and three-quarters to reach any school, and when reached, its 
accommodations are quite insufficient for the number of scholars which should 
attend it." 

Three hundred and twenty-five children, and but one 
school-house ; now I wish to ask the senators at this board 
if they did not, as I did, suppose that it was school-children 
that the committee were alluding to in connection with the 
schools'? That there are 325 school-children upon this 
territory % And what are the facts ? Why, that upon this 
territory there are 325 under 21 years of age ! And these 
are all set down in such a manner that we shall understand 
them to be school-children ! Why not give the facts as they 
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were presented to the committee 1 Why are they suppress- 
ed ? Why not say that on the AVatertown part of the ter- 
ritory there are but 90 school-children and 71 of those are 
registered as attending the town schools, and 14 as attending 
the private schools, and several of these 14 live within gun- 
shot of the public schools, and therefore are not prevented 
from attending in consequence of the distance. Now, sir, it 
is well known that at Wellington Hill they have a private 
school for young ladies, one of the best in this vicinity, and 
yet situated as it is in the midst of this aristocratic com- 
munity, it receives, comparatively speaking, but little support 
from them, a fact which does not, under existing circum- 
stances, speak very highly for their public spirit. As I have 
stated there are on the Watertown part of Belmont 90 school- 
children, and on the West Cambridge about 75 more, 
making in all 165 instead of 325, as the report would seem 
to imply ; and as they say but one school-house ; but why 
not give us all the facts, — are we not entitled to them ] Why 
not say, what the committee knew, that at the village of 
Waverly there had been for some time past a school kept 
there, and that the town of Watertown had bought the land, 
contracted for and^ppropriated ;^3,500.00 for the building 
of a school-house upon this territory ? All this was proved 
to the committee, and yet for some cause it is suppressed. 
And now, Mr. President, as this question of schools is the 
principal one upon which they rely to make out a case, I 
trust I shall be pardoned if I devote a few moments more 
to its consideration. First, the school on the West Cam- 
bridge side was admitted by all parties to be the best in the 
town ; it is situated at a point not more than a mile distant 
from the farthest family in the district, and was located by 
the people of the district themselves ; it was left with them 
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to be located, and they placed it where it now stands, and 
they have never by word or deed, intimated to the town 
of West Cambridge that they would like to have the 
location changed, or that they did not enjoy all the school 
facilities they desired ; they did not even complain to the 
committee that they were not well used in this matter. 
On the Watertown side, Wellington Hill and Waverly 
have heretofore constituted one, called the northern dis- 
trict ; it became necessary to build a new house to accom- 
modate the western district, and the Waverly part of the 
northern were asked if it could be located so as to accom- 
modate them ; they answered no, and it was placed where 
the western part of the town desired it ; the Waverly people 
then asked for a house, and the town asked the Wellington 
II Ul part of that district if it could be placed so as to accom- 
modate them, the two villages being but one mile apart. 
Mr. Mead was placed upon a committee, all taken from this 
territory, with full powers to locate the house upon any 
spot they might select; he decided that it could not be 
located so as to satisfy the Wellington Hill people ; it was 
then decided to build it near the Waverly village. Again 
the town being determined that nothing on their part 
should be left undone to satisfy them, if possible, proposed 
to the Wellington Hill people to move the school-house 
located on Belmont street to any spot they might name, and 
a meeting was called for this purpose ; it was very fully 
attended and a large majority present were from Wellington 
Hill, and a motion was made by a gentleman from that dis- 
trict and one of the petitioners who complain so loudly that 
they have no school facilities, I say that a motion was made 
by him that the house should not be moved, and the Wel- 
lington Hill people voted unanimously to sustain the mo- 
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tion, and therefore refusing to have a school-house when it 
was offered them. Now, Mr. President, I declare openly 
to the senate, and I can prove it by the records that 
the people on no part of this territory have ever asked of 
either town for one dollar for schools, or for any other pur- 
pose but it was immediately and freely granted; all this 
was proved to the committee, and yet, sir, no intimation of 
the fact can be found in the report. But let us look at this 
matter of schools from another point of view; Watertown 
has at present one of the best high schools in the state, this 
was admitted, now there are many on the Belmont territory 
who are desirous of retaining this privilege and conse- 
quently they have remonstrated ; pass this bill, and you 
deprive the present generation of children, in this district, 
of the blessings and privileges of this school. We all know 
that a town must have 500 families before they can be 
compelled to support a high school. Now look at West Cam- 
bridge ; they have about 400 families and the people have 
been looking forward most anxiously for the time when 
they can boast of a high school, and what do you propose 
to do? Why, take from them 75 of these 400 families, 
and by so doing throwing them back for years, rendering it 
impossible for any school-child now living in this town 
ever to attend a high school. And are those that secede 
to be benefited in this respect ? Not in the least, they will 
also be deprived of the same privileges ; and it strikes me 
that this is a matter of great consideration for us*. Shall we 
for so slight a cause deprive so many children of these school 
facilities ? I think not, I don't believe we could justify our- 
selves to our constituents for the committing of so great a 
wrong. They complain that the village of Wellington Hill 
is divided between the two towns, and consequently, as they 
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argue in this matter of schools, the evil cannot^^be reached. 
They forget that there is a statute enacted expressly to meet 
such emergencies, whereby people living in different towns 
can if they choose unite together and form a school district. 
But, Mr. President, admitting for the sake of argument, that 
they are suffering in this matter of schools, is it not their 
duty first to apply to their respective towns for relief, and 
if it is denied them then let them come up here for redress, 
but not till then. 

On the seventh page, the report says, " In regard to roads, 
the same diificulty exists as in reference to schools." This 
is true sir; they have just as much reason to complain 
of their roads as their schools, and that amounts to just 
no reason at all. Mr. President, I have no hesitation in 
making the statement, and it admits of proof, that there 
is not a town in this commonwealth that can boast of better 
or more convenient roads than this territory ; that will be 
admitted by every one who has visited it. The committee 
use the following language in regard to roads : — 

*' It appeared that one company had expended, within a few years past, $9,000, 
in laying out and grading streets on one portion, and that not a very large one, 
of this territory. Individuals have also, occasionally, spent more or less upon 
the highways." 

Now, sir, the idea that they seem desirous of impressing 
upon our unsophisticated minds is this, that a certain 
company in this town found the roads so bad that they 
were obliged to expend ;^9,000 out of their own pockets to 
render them passable. Where is the necessity for this 
attempt at deception? Why not tell the truth, and the 
whole truth ? Why not in - so many words say — what we 
all know — that the Waverly Land Company purchased two 
or three hundred acres of land, and in order to sell it have 
expended this money in laying out and grading streets, and 
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that even this does not have the desired eiFect. I protest 
against this attempt to hoodwink Senators. Again, it says, 
" Individuals have also, occasionally, spent more or less 
upon the highways," — another attempt at deception. What 
was the evidence ? Why, that Mr. Hittinger was desirous 
at one time to have the side of the road in the vicinity of his 
house, where his predecessor had dug it out for manure 
pits, graded, and asked the ^own authorities to fill it up, 
and they at once consented so to do ; but this was not the 
answer he expected, or in fact wanted, and before they had 
time to accomplish it he did it himself, and he has never 
dared to ask the town to remunerate him for the wqrk ; 
and this, Mr. President, took place three years ago, and 
was the only instance they could bring before the committee. 
Why, then, use the plural number, "individuals," when 
this was the only instance ? 

'* The petitioners also satisfied the Committee that, by reason of this want of 
schools, roads, and other facilities of a town, their lands, conceded to be among 
the most highly cultivated and beautiful in the State, were comparatively, with 
the surrounding towns, or with the centres of Watertown or West Camoridge, 
depressed." 

"By reason of this want of schools, roads and other 
facilities'' their land was depressed. Now what were those 
other facilities, which your committee do not think it of 
sujfficient importance to name, but leave it to be implied 
that it is something for which the towns are responsible ? 
Why, it is simply the repeated increase in the rates of fare 
upon the Fitchburg Eailroad; there can be no question 
that this polfty, although it may be a correct one for the 
stockholders, has served very seriously to depress real estate 
upon its line. I know, sir, it has in Waltham, and I doubt 
not it has in other places ; but this is a matter with which 
we have no concern, and I allude to it to show what was 
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admitted to be the principal cause of the " depression^' and 
that an attempt seemed to be made to keep it out of sight. 
This it will be understood was the evidence of Mr. Mead. 
Well, who is Mr. Mead? A gentleman, sir, for whom 
(although I have not the honor of a personal acquaintance 
with him) I have the highest regard ; he is a gentleman 
against whom 1 would not say anythi^ig if I could, and I 
could not if I would ; but who is Mr. Mead ? Why, he is 
a broker — a very honorable profession, I have nothing to 
say against that — ^he is a dealer in Waverly stocks, a large 
owner of real estate, and is most anxious — as I no doubt 
should be — to have it rise upon his hands. He testified 
before the Committee that this want of schools served to 
depress their land. Iij looking over the daily papers this 
morning* my eye fell upon the following notice : — 

" HOUSE AT WELLINGTON HILL —For sale or to let, a large and con- 
yenient Dwelling House, not five minutes' walk from the Fitchburg Railroad 
Station, Wellington Hill, six miles from Boston; has been occupied but one 
season. There are eleven chambers, large drawing-room, parlor and dining- 
room, kitchen and wash-room, first class range and furnace, supplied with water 
from a spring above. Good schools quite near. * * * * . # 

SAM'L 0. MEAD, 

'Change Avenue." 

Mr. President, this reminds me of the old song : — 

'* The devil was sick. 

The devil a monk would be ; 
The devil was well, 
The devil a monk was he." 

So it seems when Mr. Mead has land to sell, he has good 
schools quite near, hut when he comes in here and asks for 
a special act of legislation to increase the vaRie of his land, 
why then the schools all disappear. The testimony and 
the advertisement are both before the Senate ; and we, I 
suppose, can believe which of the two we may think proper. 
They tell us that their land is depressed in consequence of 
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this want of schools ; I would simply ask them if they had 
any better schools three years ago, when, as they pretend, 
their lands were more valuable ? 

"It appeared, also, to the Committee, that there was comparatively little 
intercourse between this section and the villages of Watertown or West Cambridge, 
and that there existed an alienation of feeling, growing day by day, with the 
continuance of this controversy between these different parts." 

Again, sir, we have the argument of the counsel, and not 
the evidence ; on the contrary, it did appear very clearly 
before the committee, that the same intercourse existed 
between them now, as heretofore; and moreover would 
continue to exist, even if this new town should be incor- 
porated. They will still have to go to the old towns to do 
their business, to find their mechanics, get their corn ground, 
&c., &c. ; for, as I have already proved, they have none of 
these (what seem to me) important elements, and what is 
more, there is no probability of their ever having them. 
They have no water power upon the territory, and conse- 
quently must in the future, as in the past, be dependant 
upon the old towns. " That there existed an alienation of 
feeling, growing day by day, between these different parts." 
This I deny. There was not the shadow of evidence to 
substantiate this assertion. " Alienation of feeling," if it 
exist, is all upon one side, and to the same extent which you 
might suppose it to exist in the breast of the highwayman 
who demanded your purse, should you be so rude as to 
question his right, or refuse his demands. 

The valuation of Belmont is $1,836,015, of which it takes from 

Watertown, . . $1,074,500 00, leaving $2,484,200 00 

West Cambridge, . . 659,515 00, ** 2,444,092 00 

Waltham, . . . 102,000 00, " 4,079,300 00 

$1,836,015 00 

The committee forget I suppose to inform us of the very 
important fact, that this is the valuation of 1855, two years 
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ago, and they qJ^o forget to inform us that they had the val- 
uation of 1856 given to them, but for some cause best known 
to themselves they did not choose to use it, or even mention 
it, and it seems to me to be a matter of some importance if 
the statement they make is correct that Watertown will 
recover all it loses ($1,074,500 00) in 43i years. If that 
were true then we ought to add some half a million more 
to the valuation which they propose to take from Water- 
town; but, sir, I do not propose to reconcile this report 
with the true facts in the case, it would prove a Hercu- 
lean task and I leave that for the committee. 

*' Watertown will recoyer all it loses in 4>^ years." 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the 
senate particularly to this statement ; it was given to the 
committee by one of the petitioners, but was objected to by 
the remonstrants as being incorrect; they gave to the com- 
mittee the figures proving that it would take more than ten 
years to make up the loss and asked as a particular favor that 
the committee, as it was a point of considerable importance, 
would ascertain which of the two statements was correct; 
but like the rest of the evidence presented by them it was 
deemed unnecessary even to notice it. Now, sir, I hold in 
my hand the result of a computation made by one of the 
best arithmeticians in the state, and he says that it will 
take twelve years four months and fifteen days for Water- 
town to regain what it will lose by this outrage ; and, sir, 
there are other facts not considered in this estimate which 
will, in my opinion, extend the time many years longer. 
They take the average increase for 15 years, from 1840 to 
1855, now it will be recollected thai the Fitchburg Rail 
Road and the Watertown branch have been built within 
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that time^ and real estate in consequence advanced in price : 
we cannot therefore count upon a similar rise from any cir- 
cumstances likely to transpire, but upon the other hand, a 
proposition is before the legislature for liberty to take up 
the rails upon the Watertown branch. 

Again, we all know that a few years since it was the 
practice to return only about two thirds of the real valua- 
tion of property: now, by law, towns are compelled to return 
the ftdl cash valuation ; consequently the increase of one 
third of the amount was accomplished in one year and by 
an act of the legislature. These are considerations having a 
direct bearing upon this subject, and ought not to be over- 
looked. But let us look at something reliable ; the valua- 
tion of Watertown was increased from 1855 to 1856, 
;^75,900, deducting ;^1 6,350 the amount Belmont has 
gained, and we have ;$f59,550 as the positive increase of 
valuation for one year ; now at this rate how long will it 
take to make up ;5fl,091 ,850 00, the amount proposed to be 
taken according to the valuation of 1856 1 By my figures 
it will be a fraction short of 20 years, and I contend that 
that is a true statement of the case. 

And, now, Mr. President, I propose to leave what little 
there is left of this report for the consideration of other 
Senators, claiming that I have proved, what I, in the 
commencement stated I would, **that it was the most 
gross, unjust, one-sided, eoo-parte statement, that ever came 
from the pen of man." 

I propose, Mr. President, now to present very briefly 
some of the reasons why this bill should not pass. 
Waltham would not be very seriously injured by its pas- 
sage. True it has no territory to spare, but if the 
community was to be benefited by the act, no remonstrance 
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from her would be heard ; the wrong done her sinks into 
utter insignificance, when compared with the injustice done 
to Watertown and West Cambridge. The area of the towns 
in this State average over 9,000 acres each. Should Belmont 
be incorporated it will leave West Cambridge with 2,340 
and Watertown with 2,080 acres, only about one fourth 
the average size, and Belmont (modest people) will have 
3,700 acres. Watertown is an agricultural town, the eighth 
in the large county of Middlesex ; this act proposes to take 
all of its lands devoted to this purpose. There are now 
but eleven towns in the State less in area than Watertown; 
pass this bill and there will be but six ; it will also be 
left with all the principal roads and bridges, all the pau- 
pers but one, and the same number of schools, so that 
although you take over a third of her territory, one fifth 
of her population, one third .of her property, yet you 
leave her expenses the same, and the amount of taxes to 
be raised upon what is left. Have they not a deep interest 
in this matter ? Sir, the public good does not require it, 
a few land speculators may, but is that a suflBcient reason 
for us to deal a death blow to these old towns ? 

A few words more, sir, and I have done. I repeat what 
I stated in the commencement, ** that the true policy of 
this State ought to be, and is, that no new town should be 
incorporated unless an extraordinary case should be made 
out ; " I would ask if they have done it ? Some of the pro- 
ceedings I confess have been extraordinary, but this case 
. remains where they found it three years ago. I now, sir, 
publicly deny that the people upon this territory have ever 
asked either town for any roads, schools or other privi- 
leges, but what were immediately granted. This, sir, I state 
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publicly in the face of this report and its authors, and dare 
them to deny it. 

Sir, Watertown has already contributed largely to build 
up other towns. In 1713 the town of Weston was taken 
from her, and in 1738 the town of Waltham; and others 
to a greater or less extent, have taken from her territory ; 
and now they ask that they should not as a town be 
entirely blotted from the map. It is one of the old land- 
marks, having been settled in 1630. Its history is the his- 
tory of our country. It was here the Provincial Congress 
assembled after the battle of Lexington and Concord, with 
Joseph Warren as its president, and here he buckled on 
the sword and marched to Bunker Hill and offered up his 
sacred blood for the cause of liberty. The first suggestion 
against the use of tea was made at a town meeting in this 
place. Mr. President, in those " times that tried men's 
souls," no community contributed more freely both their 
blood and treasure than did the citizens of this old town. 
Should it now be forgotten 1 Where is the senator that 
would advocate the dismemberment of Lexington or Con- 
cord ? Last year a petition was presented to the legislature 
to divide the town- of Plymouth, and under other circum- 
stances it might have been acquiesced in, the town being 
about twenty miles long. But, Sir, it was the first soil our 
fathers trod, and it was held sacred, it was not dismembered, 
and I trust never will be. We ask of you to have the same 
compassion for old revolutionary Watertown, and such is 
my confidence in the integrity and patriotism of this Senate, 
that I have no doubt you will do in this matter aU that we 
require, and that is simply justice. 
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Mr. President : 

The only question for me to consider in relation to incor- 
porating the new town of Belmont, is, what will be for tl^e 
best interest of the Petitioners, the Remonstrants, and of 
the Commonwealth. That justice may be done to all parties 
is my earnest desire. 

Having voted last year upon this question, under what 
I now consider to be an entire misapprehension of the facts 
in the case, I am anxious now to vote right myself, and do 
what little I can to have other Senators look at the facts 
in their irv£ light. 

This desire would have prompted me to present the 
history of this question, and the facts connected with it, 
somewhat in detail, had not the Hon. Senator from Middlesex 
(Mr. Haynes) saved me that trouble by his very full and 
clear statements, made in his able and eloquent speech upon 
this question, to which I listened with so much interest as 
I doubt not all Senators did. 
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Therefore, it will not be necessary for me to take much 
of the time of the Senate to consider this question. I will 
merely invite attention to a few reasons why I shall vote 
against granting the prayer of the petitioners. 

It appears to me, that to incorporate this new town would 
be not only unwise^ and inexpedient, but exceedingly unjust 
to the towns from which this territory is taken. The facts 
in the case show this so conclusively that argument seems 
wholly uncalled for. 

One word as to the history of this question. The deter- 
mination of the petitioners that every Legislature shall 
spend so much time, at so great expense, in considering this 
matter, notwithstanding the thrice repeated decision by past 
Legislatures adverse to incorporating this new town, is 
somewhat remarkable! I must say it looks to me very 
much like a determination tp continue this tax upon the 
Commonwealth, until the object is accomplished, right or 
wrong. 

It is said that this question of whether Belmont shall be 
set off as a town by itself, is only one of time^ that if this 
Legislature does not do it, another will. Now such threats 
or arguments have no influence over me. If the act of 
incorporation is rights let us grant it; if wrong^ then we 
should again refuse it. No fear that others who shall come 
after us may grant it if we do not, should have any influence 
upon our action. Now the responsijpility is with us^ let us 
decide it upon its merits. If we shall again come to the 
decision that it ought not to be granted, and they shall see 
fit to come to another Legislature, then the responsibility 
will be upon that body. We have now to do with it as now 
presented us. When they shall make out an exigency for 
a new town, I trust the Legislature will incorporate it ; 
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imtil then, I hope no such act will be passed, let whatever 
influences may be exerted, or however long they may continue 
to come here with their request. 

Tuet justice be done to all as soon as asked, but never let 
any amount of importunity^ or the use of any means whatever, 
prevail to obtain that, which though it may benefit some, 
will do great injustice to others. 

How many ask, us for this new town ? Do even all those 
who live on the territory called Belmont ask it ? No ; of 
170 voters there, 40 of them not only do not sign the 
petition, but many of them remonstrate against it ; so that 
we find nearly one fourth of the people in Belmont even, 
who do not wish to be set off, while all those in the towns 
from which this territory would be taken are opposed to it, 

• 

— showing very clearly what the voice of the people would 
be, if the question were left to them. Now shall this 
Legislature grant what the people would not, and what they 
say is unjust f I think we shall be disposed to say as those 
before us have so often said most emphatically, to these 
petitioners, " you have no cause of complaint, and you ought 
to be satisfied to let well enough alone ; when you show 
that you need what you ask, and that it will not injure 
others to benefit you, then, and not before, can your request 
be granted. 

The Hon. Chairman of the committee who reported this 
bill, a gentleman for whom I have great respect, surprised 
me very much the other day when he took exceptions to 
certain of these remonstrants, for the reason that six of them 
(he said) were ladies. 

Now those ladies, living on the territory of Belmont, and 
owning real estate there, were unwilling that this great 
wrong should be done to others however much it might 
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benefit them ; and in all the honesty of their hearts, and 
with that true devotion to the cause of justice and right 
which is so characteristic of woman, they sent up here their 
remonstrance. 

Certainly I did not expect that any fault would be found 
with them for thus venturing to ask for justice and right ; 
and that too, not simply for themselves but for others. I 
had supposed it was the privilege alike of man and woman, 
to be heard by petition or remonstrance. 

Least of all had I reason to expect such objection to 
these remonstrants, as their interest in this question and 
their property in that territory could not in any other man- 
ner be represented here. 

The taxes they pay should entitle them to take. some 
interest in this question. One of them pays over ;^200,' 
and others a large amount. Some of them are widows with 
children to be educated in the schools, and have they no 
right to be heard here by petition or remonstrance as they 
think proper ? 

Surely it was their privilege to give expression to their 
views and wishes in this matter which so deeply concerns 
them. 

And that must be a bad cause which requires its advo- 
cates to resort to such means of defence. I presume upon 
more mature deliberation that objection will be withdrawn. 
If the Hon. Chairman will permit, I will suggest that a very 
humble apology to these ladies is the only atonement he 
can make for this disrespect. 

But I have not quite done with the peculiar treatment 
of these remonstrants. In the same spirit in which the 
Hon, Chairman of the committee spoke of them as being 
ladies, he intimates a doubt as to the genuineness of the sig- 
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natures of those who signed the remonstrance, hecause the 
several original papers which were circulated for those to 
sign who wished, were copied upon one, before sending 
them here. I have the original papers here upon which 
is the name of each in his own hand-writing. It is worthy 
of notice that the same objection was urged by the Border 
Ruffians against the petition of the Free State Men of Kanzas 
to Congress, for a constitution guaranteeing to them Free- 
dom. Now I submit whether this case is so desperate, that 
it is necessary to insinuate that these very worthy remon- 
strants have forged names to that document ? I will not 
comment upon what appears so very plain. But I under- 
stand that the petitioners intend to show, that two of these 
remonstrants by the name of Quigley, have for some reason 
changed their minds and that they have been induced to 
sign a paper asking to have their names taken from the 
remonstrance. And I further learn that an attempt will 
be made to give the impression that an undue influence 
was used upon these simple-hearted honest men to make 
them sign the remonstrance. In relation to that all I have 
to say is, that Mr. Fraser, a gentleman living in Water- 
town, sent this remonstrance to them by the hand of a 
little colored boy without having exchanged a word with 
these men upon the subject, they took it and after reading 
it put their names to it; I leave it to senators to judge 
how much undne influence this lad had over these men. 
But as to the influence exerted upon these men by those 
who obtained their names to the paper asking their names 
to be taken from the remonstrance, I will only state two 
facts; the first is this, some time since, the town of 
Watertown laid out a road running near the residence of 
these men, — the other fact is that about the time these 
men wished to withdraw their names from the remon- 
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strance, a conversation was held with them by certain of 
the petitioners as to the probability of that road being 
built if Belmont should^ wo< be incorporated. I leave 
senators to draw their own inferences. 

There is one fact appears in this case that is very cred- 
itable to a portion of the people of Belmont. 

I refer to the fact, that some of those ' living on that 
territory and owning the most property there, and who are 
best able to judge as to the justice and right of this 
question, protest against it 

It is well known that the very worthy gentleman of so 
much wealth who resides there, the name of whose resi- 
dence they propose to give this new town, if they ever get 
it, has for three successive years expressed his desire to 
remain in Watertown where he now is. If this is doubted 
we have his letters of protest in his own hand writing, and 
these were before the Committee. He does not wish to be 
a party to what has very much the appearance of a robbery 
of the towns from which this territory would be taken. 
He is too honorable and just to do this — I commend him 
for not allowing self-interest to run away with reason and 
justice. 

So much for the remonstrants upon the territory called 
Belmont. 

Now let us look at the towns from which this new town 
would be made. 

Each of them in their corporate capacity, by a large 
majority of all the vot^s in town (including of course the 
Belmont voters) vote^ to remonstrate against what they 
believe a very great wrong. 

They instruct agents to oppose it. The people in their 
individual capacity come up*here as remonstrants and pray 
us not to do so great an act of injustice. 
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Was there ever a clearer case of the expressed will of 
the people, as to what is just and right? And those too, 
who best understand this question. Now, while the people 
in those parts of the old towns who would remain there, 
should the new town be set off, manifest so much desire 
not to be thus injured by the proposed division, it is pleas- 
ing as I have before intimated, to find so many of those 
living on the Belmont territory desirous of having justice 
done: — they know that to set off those parts of these several 
towns as proposed, would do an irreparable injury to 
them; and their sense of justice will not allow them to 
remain indifferent while the outrage is being perpetrated. 
All honor to them. 

The division of these towns takes away the means^ without 
diminishing the expense in any just proportion. 

Let us look at this fact for a moment. The people of 
Watertown as they are - now united with the Belmont dis- 
trict, if the valuation of their property was divided among 
them, would each receive ;^ 1,000 19; if Belmont is set off, 
those left in Watertown would have each ;^826 10 ; while 
those who would be set off to Belmont would each have 
J^ 1,667 58. This shows the proportion of the means each 
would have of paying the expenses of the towns. Those in 
Belmont would have more than twice as much as those 
remaining in Watertown. And that, too, when Watertown 
would have all the bridges, the most expensive roads^ and 
other expenses in proportion, while Belmont takes from 
them so much of the means of paying them. Is this a just 
and equitable division % 

I believe honorable Senators at this board will never 
permit such injustice ! 

Again, they take the best land ! They take Fresh Pond, 
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which is much more valuable than land. These 58|^ acres 
of pure fresh water are of exceeding great value. In what 
light does this view of these facts present this question % 

Here we see these discontented, dissatisfied joint owners 
of the good old homestead, not only desirous to dissolve the 
family connection, but in leaving they wish to take much 
more than their share of the property, while they leave the 
expenses of the establishment for others to pay. And they 
come up here and ask us for permission to dissolve part- 
nership in this manner, and thus obtain the sanction of the 
Legislature to this scheme of injustice. Not satisfied with 
being told so often by past Legislatures that this could not 
be done, because unnecessary and unjust, still they insist 
upon division. 

Once more — Belmont would not only take one-third of 
the lands^ and those the hest^ — but of the two-thirds left, 
303 acres are not available — ^not a cent of income from 
them. For the purposes for which they are designed, they 
are of great value and honor to the town, but not a penny 
is obtained from them towards paying the expenses of the 
town. I refer to the — 

116 acres of Mount Auburn Cemetery, 
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" Charles Eiver, 


60 




" Arsenal Grounds, 


7 




" Marsh, 


7 




" Catholic Cemetery, 
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" Cambridge Cemetery, (set off to C.) 


6 




" other Grave Yards. 



303 acres not taxable. 
In the face of all these facts, the committee say that 
" this division will do no injury to the old towns." Now, 
I submit, what are we to think of such a statement ? 
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Through what medium they saw those unquestioned facts, 
I cannot imagine. I do not bring any charge of evil intent 
upon that committee. I only wonder what magic spell was 
i^pon them to obscure their vision, when looking at these 
plain matters of fact, which so clearly show the great injus- 
tice to these old towns, which it is proposed to divide! 
But what is the excuse for this division, — this wrong which 
the people of Belmont ask the privilege of doing to those 
towns in which they are now located ? And when I speak 
of the Belmont people as wishing to do this, of course I 
mean to make honorable exception of those very worthy 
remonstrants, who live there, and who protest against this, 
to their honor be it said. 

But why do the petitioners ask for this injury to their 
old neighbors and friends'? Have they ill-treated these 
petitioners in any manner, and thus given the least shadow 
of an excuse for it ? Are they suffering any great hardships 
or grievances, as they are 1 

Not a particle of evidence of this. 

It is in testimony that they have had all they ever asked 
for, of schools, school-houses, roads, and every other accom- 
modation desired. 

But all this will not satisfy them. 

They do not wish to remain at home, and go they Ihust 
and will if they can get away. 

When remonstrated with as to leaving in such a manner, 
and thus bringing such a calamity upon the other members 
of the old family, their reply is, you have had the benefit of 
our society long enough — ^we care not for your old home- 
stead — ^we intend to set up for ourselves. 

"When asked how they can think of dealing so unjustly 
by those they leave in Watertown, the answer is, " Water- 
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town ought to be sunk." I quote the exact expression as 
testified to before the committee. I only introduce it here 
to show the spirit of these discontented brethren, who not 
satisfied with receiving all they have ever asked, except this 
privilege, being set ofi* by themselves, are bound to enter 
this land speculation any how — even if it brings ruin upon 
the remaining members of the old family. 

Another witness before the committee lost no opportunity 
to ascribe a bad motive for every act done by Watertown to 
benefit the people in the Belmont district. 

Well, this is another illustration of how many have 
cause to mourn over the fact, that all their efforts to do the 
best they can for others are not only not appreciated^ but 
even their motives are misinterpreted and misrepresented. 

Permit me now to notice a few statements in the Report 
of the committee. 

On page six they say that '^ Several old residents upon the 
territory testified that such was the distance and inconve- 
nience of the public schools there, that they rarely availed 
themselves of them." 

Now these several old residents axe just two. The young- 
est child of one is 30 years old. Strange indeed that this 
old resident does not avail himself of the privilege of send- 
ing his children to school. Is it not ? Should we not take 
his case into special consideration and try to give him a 
school nearer ? 

The other old resident does send to school. 

I only give this as a sample of the way this matter is 
presented to us in the report. It shows exactly how much 
there really is in the peculiar hardships and inconveniences 
they pretend to suffer in Belmont. And this legislature is 
asked to provide a remedy ; really I look upon this whole 
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matter of an exigency for a new town on acconnt of a 
necessity for greater privileges than they now enjoy or may 
as they are, if they wish, as the greatest hoax that was ever 
attempted to be pahned off upon any legislative body. 

Again, in the report on page eight the committee say, " The 
main road through the proposed new town, is alternately 
on one and the other side of the line betwe^ West Cam- 
bridge and Watertown." Some 1500 feet of that road is I 
believe in Watertown ; but how is it vdth the road at the 
South-east comer of what would be Belmont if set off? 
They propose then to do precisely the same thing they com- 
plain of in the report. The main road leading to Watertown 
is for about the same distance opposite Mt. Auburn, within 
the proposed new town— so much for consistency in their 
complaints. 

Again, on the same page of the report is this very 
remarkable statement, "It appears to the committee that 
.there was comparatively little intercourse between this sec- 
tion and the villages of Watertown and West Cambridge, 
and that there existed an alienation of feeling.'* 

And is it so 1 Have the Belmont people chosen to have 
little to do with their old neighbors and friends % Whose 
fault is it if Belmont does not wish to associate with 
Watertown and West Cambridge % 

Now on the part of those inhabitants of Watertown and 
West Cambridge who would be left in those towns, by the 
proposed division, there is no alienation of feeling. If it 
exists any where it is all on the part of those determined to 
go off. 

As I have before shown, these towns have done all they 
could to keep harmony in the family, — ^have granted all the 
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requests of these discontents, — indulged them in every way 
and this is the result — this is the reward for it. 

The ingratitude of this is so plain, I will not dwell upoa 
it. These petitioners will not be pleased with any thing 
that can be done for them, except to let them have their 
own way, even though it be great injustice to others. 

But they urge that if they are permitted to go and be rid 
of those at home, they will be better oflF. Are they the only 
persons who have thought it a fine thing to leave a good 
home without good cause ? 

But they think the lands in that territory would be 

increased in value by taking so much of the wealth of 

« 

these old towns and fencing it in for their own use. 

Suppose it would! Shall they be permitted to do so 
great injustice to the many for the sake of tixe/ew ? 

Would this be wise? or just, or can it be expedient? 
JVb, it cannot he ! 

Now one word as to the policy of this State in creating* 
nqw towns. 

What is the history of Massachusetts' legislation in this 
particular? 

Of the 331 towns and cities in this commonwealth, 

78 were incorporated before 1700 
193 " " between 1700 & 1800 

60 " " since 1800 

Now the committee say, on page two, that 74 towns have 
been incorporated in the last 56 years — since 1800, and 
about that proportion in the century preceeding. 

The truth is, there have been but 60 of all sizes. 

Of these 60, 28 were incorporated since 1830, and these 
principally on accoimt of the changes produced by Eail 
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Roads. . This discrepancy between the reports and the facts 
of history, I am unable to account for. I shall look with 
some interest for an explanation from the committee when 
the Hon. Chairman has the floor again on this question. 

Then as to the increase in the century preceding being 
in about that proportion. 

Now, by the rules of the arithmetic they taught me, up 
in the rural district school, if 60 was the increase of new 
towns in 56 years, at the same rate the increase in 100 
years would be 107 and a fraction, instead of 193 the real 
number added in that century. Here is a mistake of only 
86 ! How wonderfully correct ! Are we to take this as a 
fair sample of the rest of the report? I leave that for 
others to judge ! 

I was speaking of the policy of Massachusetts in incor- 
porating new towns. It has been eminently conservative. 
I think that is the true policy, — the only safe rule of legis- 
lation. A very strong case must be made put for a divi- 
sion, — something more than the mere caprice of a few ^ who 
wish to be by themselves and not associate with their old 
friends. 

It has been required of those wishing to be set off as a 
new town, to show either such isolation as that it was very 
inconvenient and attended with great expense to remain 
v^here they were, or it has been necessary to show that 
there was actually a town already existing ; with something 
more than a few houses, and a few wealthy people ! And 
here permit me to remark, that I find no fault with a man 
because he is rich, — neither are those who are so unfor- 
tunate as to be poor, to be despised for that,— M?^a?fA has 
nothing to do with character. The humble peasant in his 
cottage, and the rich man in his palace are alike entitled to 
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respect, other things being equal. But we were inquiring 
as to Belmont actually existing as a town. How is it with 
this little would be town? without even a village or a 
business centre, — ^nor a cluster of houses even — ^no cotton 
or woollen manufacturing establishments to make a town. 

Have they any claim to be considered as a town actually 
existing I 

It does not so appear to me. 

We have shown they are not suffering any grievance as 
now situated. The area of the towns to which they belong 
is so small that all must be within a short distance of 
schools and possess all their facilities of business. 

Is here an eadgency for a new town ? 

Never has there been a new town incorporated where 
there was so little need of one ; and hence the wise conclusion 
of the legislatures of three successive years, each of which, 
after a very careful examination of the facts referred to, not 
to grant so unwise, inexpedient, and unjust a request as the 
act of incorporating Belmont. The unreasonableness of the 
. prayer of the petition, — ^the absence of any good cause for 
complaint as to their present situaJ;ion, — ^the great injus- 
tice and wrong that would be done to those remaining 
in the towns from which this territory would be taken, 
these facts are so apparent that I cannot believe we shall 
* grant any such request as asked for in the prayer of the 
petitioners, — ^I certainly shall vote against it. 



SPEECH OE HON. HUGH W. GREENE, 

OF FRANKLIN, 
ON MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE VOTE 

BY WHICH THE ^ 

^ill to Incorporate i\t Cotoi of ^elmont 

WAS KEFUSED A THIED READING, 

Delivered April 8, 1857. 



Mr. President: 

When this bill was refused a third reading the other day, 
I hoped that no reconsideration would be moved — entertain- 
ing as I did, and as I now do, the conviction that it will 
only result in a second denial by an increased majority. I 
am informed that the object of this motion was to afford 
the petitioners an opportunity to shed new light upon the 
minds of those Senators who voted against the bill, and to 
take them over the territory, in the hope of changing their 
views — an inyestment which I hardly think will be found 
to pay; and which may not, perhaps, be thought to be 
entirely consistent with propriety, as it seems to imply that 
Senators voted without a due and proper knowledge of the 
question. The proper time for the petitioners to have done 
this, was before the question was taken, as I do not under- 
stand it to be claimed that any new facts have been devel- 
oped or any new evidence discovered. It seems like asking 
a new trial, on the ground that the jury did not understand 
or appreciate the evidence. 
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I desire to say, Mr. President, that I have the highest 
respect and regard for the Committee who reported this 
bill, and the utmost confidence in their integrity. I know 
that they have given to this case a long and patient hearing, 
and that they have honestly arrived at the conclusion that 
this bill ought to pass. Thus much I am happy to admit — 
but I cannot concede, what has been claimed, that because 
this report was made unanimously, therefore it ought to be 
sustained — on the contrary, it ought to stand or fall upon 
its merits. The province of a committee is to ascertain 
and report facts, accompanied by their opinion — the 
province of the Senate is to judge of those facts and that 
opinion. The members of this committee lay no claim to 
inspiration — they are like the rest of us, weak and Mlible 
men — subject to error — ^liable to be deceived — and in this 
case I fear they have been deceived by those more inter- 
ested, if not less scrupulous, than themselves. This report, 
therefore, is simply their opinion — nothing more — nothing 
less— and worth no more than the opinion of any other 
members of the Senate given under similar circumstances. 

This is a question, Mr. President, of vital importance to 
the towns proposed to be dismembered, and also of impor- 
tance as indicating the policy of the State, and before the 
prayer of the petitioners is granted, they should be required 
to establish two positions— ^/Jr^^, that the interests of the 
petitioners imperatively require the change ; and secondly^ 
that the rights and interest of the remonstrants will not be 
thereby injured to an unwarrantable extent. Neither of 
these propositions has been established to my satisfaction ; 
the burden of proof is on the petitioners, and I submit that 
they have entirely failed to make out a case. I can see no 
necessity, present or prospective, for the incorporation of 
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the town of Belmont ; and I cannot fail to see that its incor- 
poration will be an act of gross wrong and injustice to the 
towns out of which it is proposed to be formed. To 
establish their claim, the petitioners are bound to show a 
great and overpowering necessity. We are here to legislate 
for the greatest good of the greatest number, and not for 
the great good of the few, at the expense of the many. 
I entertain no doubt that the passage of this bill would be 
greatly beneficial to the land speculators who originated, 
and who engineer it. I have no doubt that it would lift 
Waverly stock out of the slough of despond in which it 
now rests, and help to build up one more of those bubbles 
which expand for the benefit of the few, at the expense of 
the many. But in this matter we are to legislate, not for 
the interests of State street, but for the protection of the 
old, respectable and substantial towns of West Cambridge, 
Watertown and Waltham, who earnestly beseech us to 
heed the admonition of scripture, and " remove not the 
ancient landmarks " for light and trivial causes. 

The fallacies of the Committee's report were so ably met 
and refuted the other day by the senator from Middlesex, 
[Mr. Haynes] that I do not propose to occupy the time of the 
Senate in a general consideration of it. As most of the mem- 
bers of the Senate have recently visited the territory, I will 
merely ask them to refresh their memories in relation to ^Hhe 
principal and considerable village at Wellington Hill,'' the 
"fti?o lyceum halls and two stores,'' and particularly to the "co/- 
lection of ice-houses^" of which the senator from Middlesex 
omitted to speak, and to which I now call the attention of 
the Senate. If this bUl was in every other respect unobjec- 
tionable, the line it proposes between Belmont and West 
Cambridge would compel me to vote against it. It is oiie 
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of the richest specimens of " sharp practice " I have ever 
seen. It was in evidence before a committee of this body 
the other day, that any man v^ho got ahead of the North. 
Chelsea people in the matter of kelp, would have to get up 
early in the morning — on that principle I am led to 
believe that the Belmont managers sit up all night Look 
at this line — why does it not run straight from point to 
point ? Does it trend off to the North for half its length, 
merely for the privilege of returning towards the South for 
the other half? Are there any natural obstacles in the 
way? No! — ^but, " thereby hangs a tale," Here on this 
pond is the "collection of icehouses," spoken of by the 
committee, as among the reasons why Belmont should be 
incorporated. When they are filled with ice, they consti- 
tute a very valuable property, and pay a heavy tax. Is 
this ice produced in Belmont ? — ^no sir. It is produced ia 
West Cambridge, secured by West Cambridge capital, and 
floated over the line and packed, just in season for the 
assessors of Belmont to lay their hands on it, — truly a very 
convenient and excellent arrangement for the petitioners, if 
they can only get the legislature of Massachusetts to sanc- 
tion it, — a very good reason for a crooked line. That 
single fact, Mr. President, ought to defeat this bill — and 
yet, sir, in my opinion, it is only a fair sample of the whole 
transaction. 

Mr. President, my predilections were originally in favor 
of the petitioners, founded upon the statements in the 
report of the committee, and when I made a personal 
examination of the territory, it was with no desire to find 
cause for a change of opinion.. I went over the ground 
with the statements of the committee fresh in my mind, 
and, it may have been my misfortune or my fault, I could 
not agree with them in their facts or conclusions. 
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The Hon. Chairman of the Committee says, on the ninth 
and tenth pages of his printed speech: — 

'* Belmont, Sir, is abundantly possessed of all the important elements neces- 
sary to make up a town of the m^ium class in the Commonwealth. She has a 
population of 1,101, which is larger than that of eighty-three towns in the State. 
The next thing to be considered, of almost equal importance with nopulation, is 
her pecuniary ability. Has she sufficient pecuniary ability to fulfil well the du- 
ties of a town government ? This, in my judjgment, is one of the most important 
questions to be considered by the legislature in granting a new town. Belmont, 
as senators well know, fully meets this test. WiUi a population of 1,101 she 
has a valuation of $1,836,015, which is as large as many towns in the State of 



as senators well know, fully meets this test. With a population of 1,101 she 
has a valuation of $1,836,015, which is as ~ 
more than double the population possesses." 

The gentleman evidently relies upon the population and 
wealth of Belmont as among the weightiest reasons why 
the new town should be incorporated. Sir, I join issue 
with him on that point, and I contend that neither wealth 
nor population ought to constitute a principal reason for 
passing this bill. Why, sir, to what would the gentleman's 
argument lead ? — to such a multiplication of towns that 
Boston Common would scarcely be large enough to con- 
tain a representative from each. The owner of the prince- 
ly seat after which it is proposed to call the new town, if 
wealth is to be considered a '* most important " requisite, might 
justly claim to be himself incorporated, for he is abundantly 
able to pay a tax equal to the expenses of each one of 
many of the towns in the Commonwealth. 

Again on the tenth page of his printed speech, the 
Hon. Chairman grows sentimental and eloquent, and 
says : — 

<* I am perfectly aware that the wealth of Belmont has been frequently used, 
and with considerable e£&ct, sometimes, against this measure. The gentleman 
from Middlesex aflocted to sneer at the ''rich fiurmers." Their wealth. Sir, is 
the rich reward of persevering industi^. Early and late, in the burning heat of 
summer, and the dreary cdd of winter, they have plied their incessant toil. 
They supply us with the first vegetables of spring and summer, the richest fruits 
of antuxnn, and their store-houses groan beneath the ice otopB of winter." 

« 

There can be no doubt sir, that the proposed limits of 
Belmont contain a thrifty, enterprizing and industrious 

6 
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population, — I have no doubt their money has been hon- 
estly earned, and I have no sufficient reason to believe that 
any of it has been dishonorably spent in eflfbrts to get 
this bill enacted. I find that six of these individuals are 
taxed for J^67 1,000, and I submit to the Senate that they 
must not only have been extremely industrious, but equally 
fortunate in getting extraordinary prices for their early 
vegetables, to have realized such fortunes even from ^Hnces- 
sant toil.'* I rather think they plant m State street, where, 
notwithstanding the ^oil is rendered somewhat stubborn by 
paving-stones, great crops are sometimes raised — ^but they 
are neither vegetables nor fruits. 

Another reason urged in favor of the passage of this bill, 
is the &ct that the petitioners declare it to be but a question 
of time — that they are resolved to pursue their object to an 
ultimate triumph — that they mean to weary the State into 
granting their request— that they have enough both of 
money and of pluck to command success. I have no doubt 
they have enough of money and of pluck— more than they 
have of discretion or of tact But it seems to me to be 
rather an innovation upon well established ideas of pro- 
priety — rather a new mode of procedure, for petitioners to 
become dictators, and openly attempt to coerce this body 
into a measure which I am sure the good sense of a major- 
ity of its members will refrise to sanction. Are threats to 
control our votes] Are we to vote not only under the 
importunities, but under the menaces, of these petitioners 1 
If so, Mr. President, I ask the pri^dlege of placing an 
indignant no, where it will stand a recorded refrisal to 
submit to such an indignity* 

Mr. President, I went into an 'investigation of this 
subject with strong predilections in favor of the petitioners. 
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— I have come out of it indelibly impressed with the con- 
viction that this bill ought not to become a law. In my 
opinion the object sought is not for the good of the major- 
ity of those interested in the matter, but for that of a few 
land-holders and speculators who desire to invest their 
property with a fictitious value, which is ultimately to 
come out of the pockets of the credulous and unwary. 
This bill cannot add to, or take from, the natural advan- 
tages of the territory — and I think this is, pre-eminently, 
one of the cases, where it will be better to let well enough 
alone. I should be most happy to sustain the Committee 
by voting for their bill, if I could do so conscientiously. 
t feel that in a matter of this importance, where such great 
interests are involved, it is the duty of a legislator to 
disr^ard entirely all personal considerations, and to decide 
solely on the merits of the case— and if he doubts, to give 
the benefit of those doubts to the existing condition of 
things. 

The Hon. Chairman of the Committee in his remarks, 
the other day, attempted to make it a cause of reproach to 
the towns proposed to be divided by this bill, that they 
had expended large sums of money in opposing it; he 
charged that one of them had made expenditures it was 
^^ ashamed " to have known. Mr. President, that is a grave 
charge, and one which should not be lightly made — ^it cuts 
both ways, for it implies that there was a corrupt recipient 
as well as a corrupt disburser ; and a gentleman who was 
so much, and so needlessly disturbed by allusions to cham- 
pagne suppers, should be more careful of the feelings and 
reputations of others. Mr. President, what else could 
those towns do, but to defend themselves 1 If your purse 
is demanded, do you yield it without a struggle ? If your 
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house is claimed, do you give that up without a contest ? 
These petitioners demand hoth the purse and the house, 
and are the rightful owners to he blamed for resisting 1 
Sir, it is quite bad enough that they should be compelled, 
year after year, to incur these ex])enditures in the pre- 
servation of their rights and property ; it is qtdte too had 
that they should be thus robbed, and then taunted with 
their loss by the Chairman of a Committee of this body, 
assembled here to protect the rights of the citizens of 
Massachusetts, and to legislate for the good of the many, 
and not the interest of the few. 

Mr. President, I presume I need not argue to this Senate 
that before the petitioners can be justly entitled to a bUl, 
they must show that the exigencies of such of the citizens 
of EACH of the adjoining towns as now reside in Belmont, 
are such as to justify the dismemberment of that town. 
If certain citizens of Watertown are aggrieved, that fiict 
furnishes no reason why West Cambridge or Waltham 
should be dismembered, and vice versa. There are not, I 
believe, any complaints made against Waltham, and it 
would seem to be hardly just to take a portion of its terri- 
tory merely to make the line of Belmont straight, when its 
projectors seem on another of its boundaries t^ have a 
decided taste for crooked lines, if they happen to include 
ice-houses, or other valuable property. The truth is, the 
whole project is a crooked affair — a mere speculative move- 
ment — got up and managed by a few shrewd, enterprising 
men, but not required by any circumstances which have 
yet been made to appear. All the legislation in the world 
cannot equalize the value of land in the suburbs and the 
villages, nor change business relations. Such matters had 
best be left to regulate themselves. There never was a 
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truer adage than that " the world is governed too much " — 
and I hope this legislature will deserve credit for not 
having lumbered the statute book vdth useless, and worse 
than useless enactments. 

The advantages which the petitioners expect to realize 
from this bill, are at best but problematical — ^it is an experi- 
ment they propose to try, which may, or may not, residt to 
their advantage — and if it could be tried without invoking 
the aid of the legislature, and without doing injustice to 
others, there could be no reasonable objection. The 
injuries inflicted by this bill are certain and unmistakable, 
far overpowering in magnitude all the petitioners can ever 
hope to realize of good. For instance, it takes from West 
Cambridge the best third part of its territory, one fifth of its 
population, and one fourth of its taxable property. It 
takes from Watertown more tha» one third of its surface, 
nearly one fifth of its population, and nearly one third of 
its valuation. It takes all this, and yet leaves the necessary 
burdens of the town comparatively unreduced. The 
attempt of the Committee to solace these towns by a math- 
ematical calculation of the number of years it will take 
them to , make good their losses, is, at least, rather cold 
comfort. Some of those calculations are not, I believe, 
mathematically correct — ^but it is with the principle, and 
not the results, that I now have to do. The territory, of 
course, passes forever from their possession — they can 
never recover that — and let me tell you, Mr. President, 
that is a very serious and important consideration. 

Suppose, Mr. President, that I should call on the Chair- 
man of the Committee at his place of residence, and say to 
him that where I live the schools are not as good as they 
ought to be (and I am sony to say it would be strictly 
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true,) — we have not the advantages of public libraries, 
lectures, &c. &c., that would be for our advantage and 
improvement — ^we have lands we should like to dispose of 
at a large advance — ^and to enable us to do all for ourselves 
in these matters that we desire, we need a portion of your 
property— give us one third of it, and say no more about 
it — ^youll make it all up in four years seven months and a 
fortnight, and never be the pooler after that time. 

This, Mr. President, would be the gentleman's doctrine 
carried out, and yet I presume he would not deny that it 
would take the unanimous reports of a great many legisla- 
tive Committees to convince him of its justice. 

Mr. President, I have no hard words to bestow upon 
these petitioners — they have a perfect right to secure the 
passage of this bill by any honorable means. But there 
is a marked difference between their position and ours, 
in this matter. TAey are taking care of their private 
interests — we of the interests of the State— and there may 
be no impropriety in their asking, what it would be crim- 
inal in us to grant. Let us, therefore, vote on this question 
as we think the public good demands, dismissing all 
personal importunities and considerations. So only, can 
we faithfully perform the duty which devolves upon us. 

Mr. President, certain rumors in relation to the paternity 
of this report have been freely circulated about this cham- 
ber, and were very pointedly alluded to the other day by 
the senator from Middlesex, which if true, not only account 
for its fallacies, but divest it of any title to respect. I have 
looked in vain through the speech of the Hon. Chairman of 
the Committee for any denial or notice of the allusions of 
the senator from Middlesex, while I find matters of much 
less importance very elaborately treated. I allude to this 
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in no unkind or unfriendly spirit to any one, but as to a 
&ct, if it is a fact, which has an important bearing on the 
case — and in order to place it in such a position that the 
senator from Essex, if he accidentally overlooked it, can 
now have an opportunity of putting it forever at rest 
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